Introduction
The fundamental changes that have been occurred in the continental and global geopolitical structure during the last decades requires the identification of viable solutions in order to ensure the security of the member states and appropriate measures to counter all the risks and threatens which the national and regional security encounter, in which the military power plays a significant role, and to develop effective methods to modernizing military capabilities as well, under the circumstances of immeasurable and uncontrolled expanding of the transformation process of the military and civil-military actions and systems, the need to reconsider and redefine the place, the role and the means of using the military forces. The current security environment presents a series of challenges and threats that bring in front of us a reevaluation of the military answer in the case of a crisis. Armed forces have to adapt themselves from a doctrinal point of view and from the capabilities point of view as well to the evolution of the new types of challenges generated by state and non-state actors. The rhythm of innovation and technology evolution, the unrestricted access to new technology developments generates changes in the structure, endowment and training of the military forces. It is extremely clear that the ambitions of the European Union to become a first rank political actor on the world stage have to be backed by a credible military force without which this ambition may not be possible. The European Union represents an economic and political partnership characterized by an unique form of cooperation between the 28 member states and has been conceived to meet the challenge of strengthening economic cooperation and promoting the economic prosperity of states, respectively, to ensure peace in Europe. The promoters of the project hoped that, through the creation of this partnership, the member states would willingly give up on some of their sovereignty in specific domains, eliminating economic rivalry that could result in conflict. Even though this was initially strictly an economic union, right from the beginning of the European process of integration in the 1950's, the European Union knew a gradual evolution, by incorporating subsequently several economic domains and becoming a customs union with an unique market, its own currency and progressively becoming an entity that incorporated activities in countless domains, from development aid to environmental and security politics. On the other hand, with the beginning of the Cold War and the ever-growing tension between the Soviet Union and the United States, NATO has secured, for a consistent period of time, European security. The North Atlantic Alliance, after the end of the Cold War, has confronted with the necessity of answering changes in the security architecture. As such, NATO planned and conducted new mission types on the international scene, becoming a global actor in the security domain, preserving at the same time the original objective of collective defence the Alliance has. In parallel, the crisis in the Balcans in the 1990's has brought back the discussion of the idea that the European construction may not be complete without having a coherent and credible dimension of external policy and defence at its disposal.
European initiatives for security assurance
During the recent years, the European Union has evolved progressively, especially in the security field, and has become an important actor on the international scene, actively involved in crisis management operations not only on the European continent -the Balkans and the Caucasus, but also in Africa, The Middle East and Asia. This active involvement demonstrates the Union's capacity to operate freestanding in crisis management, but also within matters with military implications. either to contribute 2% of GDP to NATO, so as to collaborate on an equal footing with the Americans, or ignore the US President's pressures and organize themselves in a military structure separated from NATO. The second option seems to be preferred by the European leaders. In this context, the vision inside NATO becomes extremely relevant. There is a consensus that NATO and the EU need to work together as closely as possible when it comes to defence. The defence capability policy is as clear as possible for NATO and EU member nations of 22. The nations provide capabilities for both organizations. More plastic said, money for the capability comes from a single pocket, that of member nations, and they can not be allocated for double efforts. This is where the question arises: "Who comes first?". And in order to avoid an unconventional response to one or other of the positions, the EU should establish mechanisms to fund joint defence capabilities similar to those of NATO. From the start, any competition between NATO and the EU is a mistake in our eyes. A competition of this kind would lead to a doubling of resource needs (economic and military) as well as to a totally inefficient management, according to an analysis published by Carnegie Europe [3] . A fragmented West will be at the disadvantage of all parties involved. And the direction that the leaders of France and Germany chose by building a common European armed force will serve the main competitors of the West: Russia and China, according to the cited analysts. The political division that Europe's separation from NATO could generate would also have economic consequences. For example, Chinese investment in Europe is already rising, as revealed in an article in The Economist and another in CNBC. A slowdown in the Chinese cash flow would generate serious economic problems for Europe [4] . In addition to the international political consequences, Europe will also have to manage the internal problems such a project will bring: the difference of opinion between France and Germany on how the European army should look, the determination of the other European states to contribute on a long term to this joint project or the proper organization of the European army. Strengthening the allegation that there is no consensus within the EU on whether or not to create a single European armed force is also the statement of the High Representative of the Union for Foreign Affairs and Security Policy Frederica Mogherini who, at a conference in Brussels, affirmed that the EU will not turn into a military alliance. "We are a political union. There is no competition, there is no mention of a change. We will not build a European army, no one here speaks of an European army" Mogherini declared. The EU official also said that the EU bloc is investing to ensure that Member States "have the capabilities to strengthen their own defence system, then they will be more credible, more active as security providers in the region and around the world." The purpose of the EU's foreign and security policy is to give the 28 Member States more importance on the international scene than if they were acting individually. What would such a project mean from a military point of view? We cannot imagine the whole set of consequences that this project would generate from a military point of view. We could, however, do an imaginative exercise in which we can at least draw a set of consequences on the basis of which the military echelon can draw up the recommendations needed to make a political decision. On one side, supporting such a project would result in the elimination of US dependency and the EU's assertion as a world power pole. It could make the EU generate a whole range of common capabilities, based on already existing mechanisms, capabilities that can be deployed where European leaders decide that it is in the interest of Europe to intervene. Surely the creation of such an armed, credible, discouraging and effective force would take quite a long time. First of all, we should act decisively in doctrinal terms. Such steps are already being taken at NATO level. NATO already has a policy of equalizing joint defence efforts through the so-called "fair burden sharing" mechanism. This mechanism sits at the base of all the actions NATO undertakes. What is more, with the occasion of the Summit in Wales in 2014, the heads of states and governments approved and assumed in the names of the member countries they represent commitments to curb defence budget cuts and to allocate at least 2% of country's' GDP to defence within 10 years, of which at least 20% shall be spent on the cost of new major equipment and related research, in the time span. These commitments have gained a new meaning with the occasion of the summit held in Brussels in June 2018, when leaders of the member states have agreed to elaborate national plans that would support touching the 2% mark from GDP for expenditures destined for defence. Along the same idea, NATO has already established criteria of deployability and sustainability of the capabilities put at their disposal by the nations, and by the assumed commitments, nations will ensure their armed forces will be able to work together efficiently, including by implementing NATO standards and doctrines. After the annexation of Crimea by Russia in 2014, the number of activities in which the Allies are engaged has increased in the light of NATO missions and operations, as well as through operations and missions under national command or other organizations. These actions are complementary, though. One of the NATOs most important military actions at this hour Forward Presence with its two components Enhanced Forward Presence and Tailored Forward Presence is designed and developed to discourage and defend against any type of aggression from Russia directed towards the Allies on the eastern flank.
Complementary, the European Union is conducting military operations in Northern Africa to prevent and combat terrorism. Another example of complementarities is EU's operation "SOFIA" to combat illegal migration which is conducted in parallel with NATO's operation "SEA GUARDIAN". NATO cooperates with EU in the Aegean Sea to combat illegal migration from Turkey by displacing a part of NATO's Standing Naval Group in support of FRONTEX and the list can continue. West Balkans is another example of complementarities, with NATO ensures a military presence in Kosovo, whereas UE is conducting a military operation in Bosnia, Operation Althea and EULEX rule of law mission in Kosovo.
Conclusions
In conclusion, we can affirm that only a careful analysis of the international security environment and the challenges and threats to the Western world can solve the dispute generated by the idea of forming or not forming a European military force. It is extremely clear that the access to advanced technology added with the possibility of owning and using weapons of mass destruction can increase the number of state and non-state actors with the desire to change the balance of power, both at the regional level and above all, globally. In this context it is needed that the European leaders leave aside their political ambitions and contribute at finding efficient solution regarding European defence, regardless if it is helped by NATO, or why not, a future European armed force which could multiply the effects of defence when it needs to be used during crisis or war.
